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PART1:ReviewComments

Compulsory REVISIONcomments

Reviewer’'scomment

Author’sFeedback(Pleasecorrectthemanuscriptandhighlightthatpart
inthemanuscript.ltismandatorythatauthorsshould
writehis/herfeedbackhere)

Please write a few sentences regarding the
importanceof this manuscript for the scientific
community. Why doyou like (or dislike) this
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4sentencesmaybe
requiredfor thispart.

Thetitleofthepaperis:
ANoteonSumEgrmylasgfGeneralizedPentanacciSequence:ClosedFormsof theSumFormulas
2 'k=0kx"Wik> " 1kx W™

They providednewinterestingresultsandidentities.
Well, | must say, the quality ofthe paper would beimproved if the authors could revise

thepaperaccording to what | have marked at the PDF file of the main paper under the guidance
of the respectedEditor.

Isthetitleofthearticlesuitable?
(Ifnotpleasesuggestanalternativetitle)

Yes.Thetitleofthepaperiscompletelyappropriatetothecontentofthearticleandconveysthepurposeof
the paper well.ltwouldbe betterifthey couldremovethe mathematicsformulafromthe title!.

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do
yousuggesttheaddition(ordeletion)ofsomepoints
inthissection?Please writeyour
suggestionshere.

Theabstractofthepaperisquitefluentandexpressive.Theabstractconveysthepurposeofthepaperver
ywell.

Aresubsectionsandstructureofthemanuscri
ptappropriate?

Yes.Therearecompletelysuitable.

Please write a few sentences regarding the
scientificcorrectness of this manuscript. Why do
you think thatthis manuscript is scientifically
robust and technicallysound? A minimum of 3-4
sentences may be requiredforthispart.

The topic of the paper is of great interest. The paper is written correctly and clearly. The English
used inthis paper is readable (but need minor revision).l am sure that, it is good enough to send
the scientificmeaning correctly.

The paper scientifically sounds good and it is complete. Of course, verification of the proofs of
results inthispaper isthe responsibilityofthe respected authors.

Arethereferencessufficientandrecent?
Ifyouhavesuggestions of additional
references, please mentiontheminthe review
form.

MinorREVISIONcomments

Isthelanguage/Englishqualityofthearticlesuitab
leforscholarlycommunications?

The references used in this paper are fresh and up-to-date. But a very important flaw in this
section is thatone author's papers are referred to more than 17 times. And in my opinion, this
should be corrected in thetextof thepaperandinthe referencessection.

Thelanguageofthetextofthepaperisfluentandreadable,butsomepartsofthepaperneedminorcorrecti
ons(Of course,accordingtothe opinionofthe respected editor).

Optional/Generalcomments

Bytheway,tobehonest,
thepaperisappropriateforthisjournal.lrecommendacceptanceforpublicationinthe journal(with
minor revisions).
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PART 2:

Reviewer’'s comment

Author’'s comment(if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should
write his/her feedback here)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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